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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(4) 
because reference character "P" has been used to designate both Persons (Figs. 1-3) 
and Adapter System (Figs. 9a - 9d). 

3. The drawings are objected to because they are unclear and it is difficult to 
determine each component of the invention. Examiner will attempt to examine 
application as best possible with current set of drawings. Corrected drawing sheets in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if 
only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the 
appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, 
the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief 
description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement 
sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each 
drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top 
margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 21 (d). If 
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the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and 
informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. Regarding claims 38 - 66, the suffix "-like" (Claim 38, lines 2-3) renders the 
claim(s) indefinite because the claim(s) include(s) elements not actually disclosed 
(those encompassed by "-like"), thereby rendering the scope of the claim(s) 
unascertainable. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. As best understood, claims 38, 39, 41-43, 46-49, and 55 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ladika et al. (US Patent 5,663,520) in 
view of Knoll et al. (US Patent 6,378,939 B1). Ladika et al. disclose a modular shelter 
system (Fig. 1) consisting of a capsule-like housing (20) that has a shape (46), at least 
on its underside, which guarantees the deflection of blast waves, and an 
accommodation system (seat in section 30); wherein the housing has a circular, oval, or 
hexagonal cross-section in the vertical section and in a section that runs at a right angle 
to its longitudinal axis, or a combination of contours having spherically curved regions 
and planar regions (the cross-section of the housing is a combination of curved and 
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planar regions); wherein each housing has a door/ a door system (Fig. 6) or a passage 
opening on at least one side; wherein the door/the door system is blast-resistant 
(Column 4, lines 45-61 ) and/or has a redundant emergency exit function; wherein the 
housing consists of fiber laminate material, metallic material (Column 6, Line 1), 
concrete, or combinations thereof; wherein the housing is armored (46); wherein the 
container is part of a vehicle or can be accommodated by a vehicle (Fig. 1 ); wherein the 
container has an accommodation system (seat in section 30); wherein the 
accommodation has one or more seats (Fig. 1 ). Ladika et al. does not disclose the 
accommodation system mounted so that it is uncoupled from the floor and a space is 
present between the accommodation system and the floor. Knoll et al. disclose an 
accommodation system (Figs. 1 - 2) that is mounted (138) so that it is uncoupled from 
the floor with a space (below 140). At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to mount the accommodation system of Ladika 
et al. so that it is not coupled to the floor in view of the teachings of Knoll et al. The 
motivation for doing so would be to provide the accommodation system with a shock 
absorbing capability. 

7. As best understood, claim 40 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ladika et al. and Knoll et al. as applied to claim 38 above, and 
further in view of Forsyth et al. (US Patent 3,215,219). Ladika et al. and Knoll et al. 
disclose the modular shelter system as set forth above, but do not disclose wherein 
several container-shaped housings can be coupled with one another, directly or by way 
of adapter elements. Forsyth et al. disclose coupling together modular shelter systems 
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by way of adapter elements (50). At the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the modular shelter system of Ladika 
et al. and Knoll et al. with an adapter element to couple several housings together. The 
motivation for doing so would be to carry more people or objects at once. 

8. As best understood, claim 44 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ladika et al. and Knoll et al. as applied to claim 38 above, and 
further in view of Miguel (US Patent 4,404,889). Ladika et al. and Knoll et al. disclose 
the modular shelter system as set forth above, but do not disclose wherein honeycomb 
structures, foams, or renewable raw materials are integrated into the housing. Miguel 
discloses using a honeycomb structure (20 - Fig. 1 ) in the body of an armored vehicle. 
At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to provide the housing of Ladika et al. and Knoll et al. with a honeycomb structure in 
view of the teachings of Miguel. The motivation for doing so would be to increase the 
blast resistance of the housing. 

9. Claim 45 is rejected as being a product-by-process claim. There is no 
patentable weight given to the process by which the product is made as long as all the 
structural limitations are met (see MPEP 2113 [R-1]). 

10. As best understood, claims 50-54, 56-63, 65, and 66 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ladika et al. and Knoll et al. as applied 
to claim 38 above, and further in view of Hoffman (US Patent 6,267,440 B1). 

Ladika et al. and Knoll et al. disclose the modular shelter system as set forth above, but 
do not disclose wherein fixed and/or shock-resistant and/or energy-resistant and/or 
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impact-resistant structures are disposed in the space/interstice. Hoffman discloses a 
shock-resistant structure (54 - Fig. 4) disposed in the space/interstice between the seat 
and the floor; wherein the structures have a reinforcement structure in the form of a floor 
support (floor below the seat in Fig. 4); wherein the reinforcement structure is produced 
on the basis of aluminum, magnesium, steel, fiber laminate structures, or combinations 
thereof, in a homogeneous or perforated embodiment (though not specifically 
disclosed, it is inherent that the floor of a blast resisting vehicle is made of steel). At the 
time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide the accommodation system of Ladika et al. and Knoll et al. with the shock- 
resistant structure in view of the teachings of Hoffman. The motivation for doing so 
would be to provide more blast resistance to the accommodation system. 

Regarding claim 53, the combination of Ladika et al., Knoll et al., and Hoffman 
disclose the modular shelter system as set forth above wherein the accommodation 
system above the structures is determined, in its position, by means of an attachment 
system (138 - Fig. 2, Knoll et al.), which engages the housing above the 
space/interstice between accommodation system and the floor; wherein the 
accommodation has a base element/a base plate (floor shown in Fig. 4 of Hoffman). 

Regarding claim 56, Ladika et al. and Knoll et al. disclose wherein each seat has 
a connection to the housing, by way of the attachment system (138 - Knoll et al.), on 
one hand, but do not disclose wherein each seat is connected with the base 
element/the base plate, on the other one hand. Hoffman discloses wherein each seat is 
connected (10 - Hoffman) with the base element/the base plate. It would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to attach the accommodation system of Ladika 
et al. and Knoll et al. to the base element/base plate in view of the teachings of 
Hoffman. The motivation for doing so would have been to allow the seat to support 
more weight. 

The combination of Ladika et al., Knoll et al., and Hoffman disclose the modular 
shelter system as set forth above, wherein the attachment system is formed by means 
of one or more first attachment elements/struts (138 - Knoll et al.) articulated on in the 
upper or lateral region (20) of the housing, which have a connection with the seats; 
wherein the attachment system is formed by means of one or more second attachment 
elements/struts (4 - Hoffman) articulated on in the upper or lateral region (4 is in the 
lateral region) of the housing, which have connection with the base element/the base 
plate; wherein the attachment system is capable of being shock absorbing in on or more 
degrees of freedom (the attachment system allows for the seat to absorb shocks in the 
vertical direction); wherein the seats are accommodated on the attachment system in a 
shock-absorbing manner (110 slides up and down in 138 with shocks to the vehicle); 
wherein the base element/the base plate rests on the structures directly (the base 
element is directly on the floor) or by way of an intermediate layer; wherein the base 
element/the base plate does not rest against the housing (it is inherent that the housing 
would rest on the floor which is the base element rather than the base element resting 
on the housing); wherein the seating surfaces (27 - Hoffman) are disposed at seat 
height above the base element/base plate, and the connection to the base plate takes 
place by means of rod-shaped (6) and/or plate-shaped connection elements; wherein 
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the seats and/or the attachment system can be removed/disassembled from the 
modular shelter system (the attachment system of Knoll et al. can be removed at 138). 
11. As best understood, claim 64 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ladika et al., Knoll et al., and Hoffman as applied to claim 52 
above, and further in view of Barecki (US Patent 3,630,566). Ladiki et al., Knoll et al., 
and Hoffman disclose the modular shelter system as set forth above, but do not 
disclose wherein two seats rest against one another with their backrest regions, in each 
instance, and have seating surfaces that face away from one another. Barecki 
discloses a seating arrangement wherein two seats (22, 23) rest against one another 
with their backrest regions (20), in each instance, and have seating surfaces that face 
away from one another (Fig. 1 ). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the accommodation system of Ladiki et al., 
Knoll et al., and Hoffman with the shared backrest seating arrangement in view of the 
teachings of Barecki. The motivation for doing so would be to increase the seating 
capacity of the modular shelter system. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dinesh Vesra whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
5221 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 9:00 a.m. - 7:30 
p.m.. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Glessner can be reached on (571) 272-6843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Dinesh Vesra/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3633 



/Brian E. Glessner/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3633 



